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OPINION

PER CURIAM:

Martinez Antwon Bowens was convicted of possession with intent
to distribute cocaine base in violation of 21 U.S.C.§ 841(a)(1)
(1994), and sentenced to 324 months' imprisonment. On appeal,
Bowens maintains that: (1) there was insufficient evidence to support
his conviction; (2) the district court erred in admitting testimony
regarding his prior drug convictions and related drug conduct; and (3)
the district court improperly enhanced his sentence for obstruction of
justice. We have reviewed the formal briefs and the joint appendix
and find sufficient evidence to sustain Bowens' conviction. See
Glasser v. United States, 315 U.S. 60, 80 (1942). Furthermore, we
find no abuse of discretion in the district court's evidentiary deci-
sions. See United States v. Hassan El, 5 F.3d 726, 731 (4th Cir. 1993).
Last, we find that the district court's findings that Bowens perjured
himself on the stand were sufficient as a matter of law to support the
two-level enhancement for obstruction of justice and were not clearly
erroneous. See United States v. Castner, 50 F.3d 1267, 1279 (4th Cir.
1995).

Accordingly, we affirm Bowens' conviction and sentence. We dis-
pense with oral argument because the facts and legal contentions are
adequately presented in the materials before the court and argument
would not aid the decisional process.
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